modeled. More than 2900 forest landowners were contacted, with 707 owners providing completed surveys.
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Data
Information was collected via a survey designed to assess the characteristics, attitudes, and past and future management of private forest landowners in fuelsheds surrounding two of the primary United States (US) ports that export wood pellets to the European Union (EU) [1] . The Norfolk-Newport News, Virginia, (NNV) port accounted for 30% of US wood pellet exports in 2016; the Savannah, Georgia, (SAV) port was responsible for 18% [2] . The survey population was defined as those forest owners who controlled at least 4 ha (10 acres) in a sourcing area or fuelshed, defined as all forestland within 75 miles of the port location. The data files included below include summary statistics for the survey (Table 1) ; landowner characteristics, management activities, attitudes and perceptions (Tables 2e8); and modeling results (Tables 9 and 10). The raw data file and metadata can be accessed through Mendeley Data (see link provided above).
Experimental design, materials, and methods
The data were collected by a mail survey of a sample of private forest landowners (PFLs) who own forested property in at least one of the two fuelsheds. A total of 6000 forest owner names who owned at least 4 ha (10 acres) of forest was provided by Infogroup (http://www.infogroup.com), which Specifications 
Value of the Data
The dataset can be used to understand private forest owners' management behavior, interest in supplying raw material for energy production, and perceptions of bioenergy. The dataset should be of interest to researchers and policy makers assessing the potential supply of woody biomass for energy and the motivations of forest owners who own the resource. The attitudinal and perceptions data could be useful in exploring how differences in owners influence their management and biomass supply decisions. Note: Numbers in parentheses represent percentage of respondents. a Indicates significant difference between the two fuelsheds at 0.01 level (more important for owners in the Savannah fuelshed). **Indicates significant difference between the two fuelsheds at 0.01 level (perception that soil erosion is more likely to increase from owners in the Savannah fuelshed). FINAN, NONFIN) variables, a value of "1" signifies that the respondent indicated that the factor was "very important" or "important". If "0", the respondent considered it "somewhat important", "moderately important", or "of little importance". Similarly, for the variables COST and HIGHPELLET, "1" indicates the respondent marked "strongly agree" or "somewhat agree"; "0 indicates "strongly disagree" or "somewhat disagree". randomly selected the names from the company's database. A survey population of 1500 in each fuelshed was randomly drawn from the 6000 names. The survey was conducted following a modified Dillman approach [3] . The questionnaire was pretested with a small group of Tennessee PFLs. After minor modifications to the wording of three questions, a cover letter and revised questionnaire (see Supplemental Materials) were mailed to 2978 forest owners (1500 in the NNV fuelshed; 1478 in the SAV fuelshed). Surveys mailed to 28 PFLS in the SAV fuelshed were not delivered with the original mailing and subsequently were omitted from the survey population. Ten days later, a postcard was mailed to the entire survey population, encouraging them to complete the survey. Three weeks after the postcard reminder, a second letter and copy of the questionnaire was mailed to all who had not returned the original survey.
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More than 700 completed surveys were received by the end of the survey cycle. Of the original 2972 PFLs in the survey population, 1 was eliminated due to a bad address, 52 because the individual no longer owned forested property in the fuelsheds, and 10 due to death. This resulted in a revised population total of 2909 (Table 1) . A total of 707 completed surveys were received, resulting in a final response rate of 24.3%. This response is on par with, or better than, response rates reported in recently conducted landowner surveys [4e7] . Table 1 also provides information regarding the 21.7 and 26.9% response rates for the two fuelsheds.
Tables 2e8 provide the descriptive and summary statistics of the survey, while Tables 9 and 10 pertain to landowner decision models. Table 2 depicts the relative importance of a series of reasons that may influence forest owners to maintain their land in forest. Table 3 provides the percentage of owners in both watersheds who conducted specific forest management activities during the past five years. Of those landowners who thinned their forest stands during the past five years, Table 4 lists the use for the thinned material. Table 5 shows the percentage of owners who adopted best management practices for a range of forest management practices. Tables 6e8 summarize the knowledge, attitudes, and perceptions of the respondents. Table 9 lists the variables used in the binary logit models of landowner harvest decisions in the two watersheds, as well as the mean and standard deviation of each Note: ** Significant at 5%, * Significant at 10%. variable. Table 10 provides the models of cutting trees for traditional wood products and woody biomass for energy.
